Jul. 26. 2005 11:34AM 

Application No. 09/890,076 



No. 0329 P. 7 
3COM 2257-2 



REMARKS 

Tn the Official Action mailed 26 April 2005, Ihe Examiner rejected elaiins 22, 24, 25, 27, 
31, 35 cind 37 under 35 IJ.S.C. § 103(a); rejected claims 26, 28-30, 32-34 aiid 38 under 35 U.S.C. 
§ 103(a); rejected claim 36 under 35 U.S.C. §' 103(a); rejected claims 39, 42, 44 and 45 under 35 
IJ.S-C. §1 03(a); rejected claims 40 and 4 1 under 35 U.S.C. § 1 03(a); and rcjeetcd claim 43 under 
35 U.S.C. §103(a). 

Applicant has amended claim 22. Claim.s 22 and 24-45 remain pending. 

Rejection of Claims 22^ 24 . 25. 27, 31, 35 and 37 under 35 U.S.C . §103fa^ 

The lixaminer has rejected claim.s 22, 24, 25, 27, 31 , 35 and 37 under 35 U S-C § 103(a) 

as being unpatentable over OrLony, U.S. Patent No. 6^038,595^ in view of Orenshtcyn, U.S. 

Patent No- 5,889,942. 

Claim 22 a.<? amended includes the following limitation: 

"a console application including ... a communication driver executing a protocol ... 
wherein the protocol includes an exchange in which the console application noli lies a particular 
service in the group of services which will act as an application host, of a set of services to be 
iiwoked; 

an input/output device supporting the user interlace program, wherein the device 
tluwnloads code controlling the set of services" 

The amendment is supported at least at page 6, line 33 to page 7, line 7 of the application. 

The cited combination fails to disclose at legist the claim limitatitms above. 

Ortony discloses a Network Service Device which executes programs such as an email 
pn)gram or a web browser, which arc stored in a ROM or mass storage unit. Ortony, column 6, 
lines 28-36. The portable Network Service Device of Oitony does not download code 
controllitig the email program or web browser, as the email program or web browser is already 
present at the portable Network Service Device. Furthermore, in Ortony tlic download 
capabilities of a nonportable Local Area Server are limited to downloading complete apphcatioj? 
programs, but not code controlling services that arc invoked elsewhere. Ortony, column 5, lines 
17-30. 

Orenshteyn discloses a client which 'Vemovcs all application logic ftom the client". 
Orenshleyn, colunm 6, lines 1 1-27. Thus, the client of Orenshteyn does not ck>wnload code 
controlling services that are invoked elsewhere. 
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TJiaSj the cited combination fails to disclose claim 22 as amended. Claims 22, 24, 25, 27, 
31, 35 and 37 depend from claim 22 and are not made unpatentable for at least this reason. 

Accordingly, reconNideralion oflhc rejection of claims 22, 24, 25, 27, 31, 35 and 37 as 
Jimended is respecUully requested. 

Rejection o f Claimi> 26. 28-30, 32-34 and 38 under 35 U.S .C. §103Ca} 

The Rxaminer has rejected claims 26, 28-30, 32-34 and 38 under 35 U,S.C. §1 03(a) as 
being unpatentable over Ortony and Orenshteyii, in further view ol'an Ol'licial Notice. 

Claims 26, 28-30, 32-34 and 38 depend frDm claim 22. The cited combination cites a 
portable Network SeiA^ice Device with a resident email program or web browser that does not 
download code controlling the email program or web browser. Thus, the cited combination fails 
to disclose "an input/output device supporting the user interface program, wherein the device 
downloads code controlling the set of services" of claim 22 as amended. 

Accordingly, reconsideration of the rejection of claims 26, 28-30, 32-34 and 38 as 
amended is respectfully requested. 

Reiection of C laim 36 under 35 U.S.C. $ 1 03(a^ 

The Examiner has rejected claim 36 under 35 U.S.C. §1 03(a) as being unpatentable over 
Ortony and Orenshteyn, in fiirthcr view of Whitehead et ul, U.S. Patent No. 6,085,030. 

Claim 36 depends from claim 22, The cited et')mbination cites a portable Network 
Service Device with a resident email program or web browser that docs not download code 
controlling the email program or web browser. Thus, the cited combination fails to disclose "an 
input/output device supporting the user interface program, wherein the device downloads code 
conti'oUing the sel of services" of claim 22 as amended. 

Accordingly, reconsideration of the rejection of claim 36 as amended is res-peeirully 
re(iuesled- 

Reiecti on of Claims 39, 42. 44 a nd 45 under 3S U.S.C. ^1 03fa) 

The Examiner has rejected claims 39, 42, 44 and 45 under 35 U.S.C. § 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Frese, TT et al., U.S. Patent No. 5,909,545, in view of Ortony. 

Claim 39 includes the following limitation: 
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"transtcrring a control proeram to the portable computing platform yiu. the netwt)rk, the 
control progTfUii including u«er interface conslructs ibr generating commands for control of the 
apphcalion" 

The lixainincr notes tliat Frese n et al. does not disclose a "portable" computing platform 
satisfying the claim limitation. To satisfy this denciency with Vvcsc il ct al., the lixaminer 
argiies that the portable Network Services Device of Ortony is such a '"j^ortable" computing 
platform satisfyine the claim limitation. 

However, the portable Network Services Device of Ortony fails to disclose the claim 
limitaLion above. Ortony discloses a Network Service Device which executes programs such as 
an email program or a web browser, which are scored in a ROM or mass storage uiiit. Ortony, 
column 6, lines 28-36. The portable Network Service Device of Ortony docs not download code 
conti'olling the email progiam or web browser, as the email program or web browser is already 
present at the portable Network Service Device. Tlicrcforc, combining the portable Network 
Services Device of Ortony with Frese 11 et al. would result in a system which docs not pcrlbnn 
"transferring a control program to the portable ci)mpuling platfonn" as claimed. 

Thus, the cited combination fails to disclose claim 39. Clauns 42, 44, and 45 depend 
from claim 39 and are not made unpatentable for at least this reason, 

AccDrdinglyj reconsideration of the rejection of claims 39, 42, 44 and 45 is rcspcctfiiliy 
requested. 

Rejection of Claims 40 and 41 u nder 3 5U.S,C. SI 03(a) 

Tht5 Examiner has rejected claims 40 and 41 under 35 U.S.C. §103(a) as being 
unpatentable over l^>csc and Ortony, in further view of Myers ct al.» "Collabonilion Using 
Mulliplc PDAs connected to a PC." 

Claims 40 and 41 depend from claim 39. The cited combination cites a portable Network 
Service Device with a resident email program or web browser that docs not download a.)de 
controlling the email program or web browse. Tims, the cited combination fails to disclose "a 
portable computing platform" as claimed in the limitation '^transferring a control program to the 
portable computing platform" of claim 39. 

Accordingly, reconsideration of the rejection of claims 40 and 41 as amended is 
respectfully requested. 
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RBjectum of Claim 43 umler 35 U.S.C §1 03(a) 

Tlic Examiner has rejected claim 43 under 35 U.S.C. § 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
1^'rcsc and Ortony, in ftutlicr view of Whitehead. 

Claim 43 depends From claim 39. The cited combination cites a portable Network 
Service Device with a resident email program or web browser tliat docs not download code 
controlling the email program or web browser. Thus, the cited com.bination fails to disclose "a 
portable computing platform" as claimed in the limitation "trtmsferring a control program to the 
portable computing platform" of claim 39. 

Accordingly, reconsideration of the rejection of claim 43 as amended is respectfully 
requested. 



Tl is raspcctlully submitted that this application is now in condition for allowance, and 
such action is requested. 

The Conunissioner is hereby authorized to charge atiy fee determined to be due in 
connection with this communication^ or credit any overpayment, to our Deposit Account No, 50- 
0869 (3C()M 2257-2). 



ITAYNHS BEFFEL & WOLFliLD LLP 
P.O. Box 366 

ilalf Moon Bay, CA 94019 
(650)712-0340 phone 
(650) 712-0263 fax 



CONCTJTSTON 



Respectfully submitted. 
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